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It is believed that the within amendments obviate the rejection. For instance, claim 1 has 
been amended to identify the G pro.ein-coup.ed receptor protein as -phGR3-. The nucleotide 
and amino acid sequence ofphGEU are disciosed in the specification of WO 96/05302; see the 
re.a.ed discussion in tire present application at page 33, line 17 through page 34, line 4 ofthe 
specification. Additionally, claim 2 has been amended to replace the phrase "the same or 
substantially the same as" with -has a, least 80% identity to-, thus clarifying the subject matter 
.f ft. invention in that claim. Further, with reference to the rejection of claim 6, smce the 
isolated and purified oxytocin secretion regulator has been structurally defined in the amended 
claim 1 it is believed that the subject matter of amended claim 6 is also clear and defimte. Still 
further'mroughout the specification the term "oxytocin secretion promoter" is described and 
utilized as one of the "oxytocin secretion regulators". Claim 6 has been amended to reflect tins 
feature. Lastly, claims 7 through 10 have been cancelled and new Cairns 1 1-.2 added Thus, 
is believed that the within amendments obviate each ofthe rejections under 35 USC §1 12, 2 
paragraph. Thus, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are requested. 

Claims 1 2, 3, 6, 8 and 9 stand rejected under 35 USC 1 12, 1« paragraph, allegedly for 
tack of enablement. The Office Action expressly acknowledges that the specification is enabhng 
for an isolated and purified oxytocin secretion regulator, comprising a ligand peptide winch has 
the amino acid sequence represented by SEQ ID NO: 3, SEQ ID NO: 18, SEQ ID NO: 32 and 
SEQ ID NO- 44, or a sal. thereof, for G protein-coupled receptors phGR3 and UHR-1. However, 
the position is taken <ha. .he specification does no. reasonably provide enablement for other ^ 
oxytocin secretion regulators. Claims 1-2, and 6-10 also stand rejected under 35 USC 1 12, 1 
paragraph, allegedly as lacking adequate written description. 

While Applicants believe .ha. me full scope of the claims satisfy the requirements of 35 
USC §112, 1" paragraph, including its enablement and written description requirements, tt also ,s 
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Sieved ftat the within amendments obviate the rejection. For instance, the Cairns have been 

and Figure 2. Thus reconsideration and withdraw* of the rejection are guested. 

Cairns 1-3, 6 and 8-9 tfand rejected under 35 USC § .02(b), over WO 97/24436 to 
Tal ceda Chemical Industries Ltd. Tire Office Action asserts that WO 97,24436 diseases an 

by SEQ ID NO: 3, 18, 32 and 44 of the present application. 

The rejection is traversed. The cited reference does not teach or suggest the clataed 
oxyB cin secretion regulators or meftods of the invention in any manner to sustaur ft. §102 
rejection (or even a §103 rejection if it were to be applied). 

For instance, the cited reference provides no disclosure or even suggestion of oxytocin 
description of the relationship between oxytocin and the ligand ftroughout die specincadon see 

features of the present invention, thereby father distinguishing die present invention from die 

cited reference. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of ft. rejection are therefore revested. [See for 
example In re MarsnaU, 198 USPQ 344, 346 (CCPA 1978) Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

art.")] 
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earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Christine C. O'Day (Reg. 38,256) 
EDWARDS & ANGELL, LLP 
P.O. Box 55874 
Boston, MA 02205 
Tel. (617) 439-4444 
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